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I. 


L’ILIADE. Poeme. Avec un 
Difcours fur HOMERE. Par 
Monfieur DE LA MOTTE, de 
L’Academie Francoife. A Paris, 
chez Gregoire Dupuis, rué S. 
Jacques, a la Fontaine d’Or. 
MDCCXIV. 


That is, THE ILIAS. A Poem. 


With a Difcourfe upn HOMER, 
fhewing the Beauties and Imperfections 
of that Celebrated Poet. By Mr. DE 
LA MOTTE, of the French Aca- 
demy. Paris MDCCXIV. In 
8vo. pagg. 180. for the Difcourfe, 
and 207. for the Poem, Sold by 
P. Dunoyer, at the Erafmus’s Head 
in the Strand. 


ADAM Dacier, and Mr. de le 
M Motte, have very different Notions 

about the Merit of Homer. That 
Wluftrious Lady undertook to thew the 
Excellency of that Poet, and beftowed the 
greateft Encomium upon him, ina Preface 
to her French Tranflation of the Ilias, of 
which I have given an Account in the Firft 
Volume of thefe Memoirs. Mr. de da Motte, 
being of Opinion that Homer is not a perfec 


Model of Epic Poetry, has publifhed a Dif- 
courfe , which feems to be an indire& Con- 
futation of Madam Dacier’s Preface. That 
Difcourfe, and the Poem chat follows ir, 
have occafioned a great Uproar among the 
Men of Letters at Paris, and raifed the In- 
dignation of Mr. Dacier, and the other Ad- 
mirers of the Ancients. Mr. de /a Motte, 
fay they, does not underftand Greek; and 
therefore he cannot be a competent Judge of 
the Works of Homer. In Anfwer to that 
Objeftion, thofe who fide with Mr. de le 
Motte, and whofe Number is very confides 
rable , fay that he does not pretend to ex- 
amine the Greek Ilias, but only the French 
Tranflation of that Poem by Madam Dacier; 
and that he defies his Adverfaries to fhew, 
that his Criticifms upon Homer are not juft 
and true. 

The Difcourfe , which makes the Subjef& 
of this Article, is a Differtation, or rather 
an Effay upon the Art of Poetry , wherein 
Mr. ae la Motte does freely give his Opinion 
about the Jiias, and its Author. 

Mr. dele Motte having mentioned, on the 
one fide, what has been faid by the Admirers 
of Homer to the Glory of that Poet; and on 
the other, what has been objected againtft 
him by thofe who defpife him, does not ap- 
prove the great Admiration of the former, 
nor the great Contempt of the latter. He 
thinks it neceffary to examine the feveral 
Parts ofthe Mies with Impartiality,ia order to 
give a right Judgment about that Poem; and 
he declares, that he propofes his “eee 
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only as ConjeSures, with a due Refpe& for 
thofs wio are of a different Opinion, being 
zlways ready to be better informed. Nay, 
he is willing to forgive injurious Words, if 
gay one can undeceive him at that rate. 

After thefe Obfervations, Mr. de la Motte 
treats Of Homer's Delon in his Ilias. The 
Learned are not agreed abour it. Some be- 
lieve, that the Pest undertook to pleafe his 
Readers with an Ingenious and entertaining 
Defcription of the War of Troy Orhers, 
th ¢ he only intecded to raife in theie Minds 
a great Admiration for the furprifing Valour 
othistiero QOchers, thathe had oniy Man- 
nersin his View ; and that by a very fimple 
Fable, though vaft on Account of its Ornae 
ments, he defigned to make the Grecians 
ferfible , how a good Underftanding among 
the Vrinces, who governed them, was abfo- 
lutely necefMary for their Welfare and [appi- 
nefs. 

Our Author mentions the Re2fons alledg- 
ed for thofe Three Opinions, and rejects 
them. Ele believes, that the firft Defign of 
Homer was to fing the Anger of Acdilles his 
Hero, as being a proper Subje& to raife the 
Attention and Admiration of the Readers ; 
and chat in order to pleafe the Grecians more 
ef:Scually, he adorned that Subje& with 
every thing that might be entertaining to 
them, witha Defcription of their Country 
and Uteges, and with the Hiftory of their 
Kings, and of their Gods. I am the more 
unwilling, fiys Mr. de la Motte, to look for 
any other Myftery inthe ///as, becaufe thofe 
who know the true Defign of that Poem, 
have no great Advantage over thofe who 
know nothing of it. 

And yet, continues the Author, fo great 
a Strefs is laid by fome Learned Men upon 
the Importance’ cf thofe Difcoveries, that 
they make every thing, which they find in 
Homer, an inviolsble Rule They uninerci. 


: fully refufe to call a Poem am Epic Poem, un- 


jlefs it be like the Zsas or the Oayfia. The 
Action, fav they, ought to be feigned, and 
great; it mult be tranfaQed among Kings, 
confined to a certain Space of Time, and 
attended with the Muini‘try of the Gods ; 
nay, the Narration it felf ought to have a 
certain Extent. Why fo? Becaufe, fay 
they, Ctiscthe Nature of the Epic Poem. But 
how do they prove. that it is its Nature 2 
Becaufe all thofe Qualifications are to be 


1714. 
found in a Poem of Homer, which has hed a 
good Suceefs, and, what is more confide- 
rable ftill, has been approved by Arifotle 
and Horace. : 

Mr. de la Motte has a different Notion of 
the Epic Poem. Nothing appears to him ab- 
folutely effential to that Poem, but the Ac. 
count of an Aétion. Whether the A&ion 
be great, pathetick, or only agreeable; whe- 
ther it be tranfatted among Kings, or Per- 
fons lefs diftinguifhed ; whether the Poet be 
profufe of the Wonderful, or contented 
with natural Caufes; thole Differences will 
indeed make new Specis, bue will noc 
change the Nature of the Poem. 

Our Author goes farther ftill, and does 
not think it neceflary to confine the Poem to 
the Account of an Adtion. Perhaps, fays 
he, the whole Life of a Hero, artfully mana- 
ged, and adorned with Poetical Beauties, 
would bea proper Subje& for an Epic Poem. 
Thus he looks upon the Choice of the Mat- 
ter, and even of the Form, as an. arbitrary 
thing. But, fays he, whatever the Choice 
may be, the Poet ought to pleafe the Reader. 
He muft either raife his Attention by the 
Importance of the Events, or move his 
Heart with the Paffions of the A‘tors, or 
only amufe him with the Variety and Graces 
of the Subje&. A Poem, which affords all 
thofe Advantages, and pleafes in order to in- 
ftrué&t, would doubrlefs deferve the Prefe. 
rence ; and yet the Oeconomy of fuch a Po- 
em fhould not be propofed as an inviolable 
Rule, becaufe perhaps the fame End might 
be attained fome other way. 

‘The Author proceeds tothe Art of Homer, 
and foys that he made it his Bufinefs to raife 
the Attention of his Readers, to move, and 
to furprife them. 

Jn order to excite their Attention, he 
pitched upon the greateft Event, that might 
affect them: All the Graecians in Arms crofs 
the Sea, to defroy a flourifning Kingdom. 

To move the Readers, he has interfperfed 
through his Work the moft affeGing Senti. 
ments, and the moft lively Paflions. Noe 
contented to relate thofe Paffions, he prefents 
them, as it were, tothe Eye, that he may 
give a greater Life to his Poem. He gene. 
raliy introduces his Alors fpeaking: The 
Dramatick prevails all along in the Ilias; 
and fuch isthe Charm of it, that fometiimes 
it adorns the Poem, even when it is a Faule. 
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‘Homer was fully fenfible, that there is a 
great Difference between relating the Senfe 
of a Difcourfe, and inferting the Difcourfe 
it felf. The Poet would leffen the Senti- 
ments of his A&tors by a bare Narration: 
All the great Strokes, all the Vehemence 
would vanifh away. Whereas if I hear the 
A&tor himfelf, and receive the Paffion, as it 
were, from the firft hand, I am immediate- 
ly affected with it, I fhare it with him ; the 
Apoftrophes and other Figures work upon 
me ; inftead of a Reader, I become a Wir- 
nefs; I forget the Poet, and mind only the 
Aétor. 

Laftly , in order to — , Homer made 
ufe of the Wonderful. The whole Heaven 
is concerned in his AG&tion: There are Greek 
and Trojan Gods, like fo many Chiefs, whem 
the Poet diftributes to each Party. Thus, 
Prodigies are not fpared, Blood-rains, fud- 
den Inundations, Speaking. Horfes, Tripods 
going of themfelves to the Affemblies of the 
Gods, Gold Ststues that move and think. 
Homer is very free of all thofe things ; and 
though his Age was never fo greedy of Fa- 
bles and Miracles, he muft needs have had 
full Satisfaction. 

That Poet being contented to occafion 
this fore of Surprife, negle&ed another, 
which requires a much greater Skill, and ap- 
pears a great deal more important. Life 
fhould have prepared the Events, without 
making his Readers forefee them; and he 
fhould have done it in fuch a manner, that 
when they happen, the Reader may be fur- 
prifed without being offended, and feel, ac. 
cording to the Nature of the Event, a great 
Joy, or a great Grief, not leflened by Fore- 

ight. 

ae far from obferving this Art, feems 
to have avoided it defignedly. Not conten- 
ted to prepare the Events, he gives full No. 
tice of them, even more than once. When 
he brings in the Two Armies fighting, the 
Reader knows before hand which of them 
will get the Vi@ory. When Two Heroes 
are engaged, the Reader knows who isto 
die, and who willcome off viftorious. Ju 
piter himfelf, in the Middle of the Poem, to 
make a Shew of his Power and Foreknow- 
ledge , gives the Gods an exact Account of 
the remaining Part of the Action ; fo that 
the Reader is tempted to gono farther, and 
can hardly refolve to enter into a Detail, 
which becomes indifferent, as foon as the 
effential Points of it are known. 
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Homer did not fufficiently confult the Na- 
ture of Man upon this Occafion. There is 
only a certain Meafure of Senfibility in the 
Human Heart: The Forefight of Events ex- 
haufts ic by Degrees, fo that when they come 
to pafs, they make an Impreffion more or 
lefs faint, as they have been more or Iefs 
forefeen. Therefore a Poet, who defigns to 
move the Reader, ought carefully to preferve 
all the Impreffion, which the Events are able 
to produce ; and keep up in him an agree- 
able Uneafinefs about the Fate of thofe Per- 
fons for whom he is concerned, and a lively 
Defire of knowing the remaining Part of the 
Adventures ; inftead of blunting his Senfi- 
bility by foretelling what will happen. 

The Nature of Man ought likewife to be 
confulted, in order to prefcribe the true 
Bounds of the Probable and Wonderful. A 
Man is only moved with what he believes ; 
and therefore a Poet ought to propofe nothing 
to him, but what he can believe, and has at 
Jeaft an Appearance of Truth A Man ade 
mires only thofe things, which appear to 
him extraordinary; and therefore a Poet 
ought to fet nothing before his Eyes, but 
what is out of the common Courfe of Na- 
ture. And that he may reconcile thofe Two 
Principles, which feem to be fo oppofite, he 
ought to beftow upon the Wonderful the 
Colours of Truth, by fuch probable Prepa- 
rations, that thofe very Prodigies with 
which he defigns to affe&t the Mind, may 
feem to be the natural Confequences of 
them. : 

Such is the way of uniting the Probable 
and the Wonderful together : But (continues 
Mr. de la Motte) the Application of that Prin- 
ciple is very arbitrary. The Manners and 
Opinions of Nations are different ; and thofe 
Manners and Opinions produce a Wonder- 
ful peculiar to each Nation, and different 
Probabilities. Thus a Poem might be ex- 
cellentin a Countiy, and a very forry one 
eliewhere, becaufe things, accounted great 
in that Country, would be looked upon as 
mean in another. 


de la Motte 
will not go a great way to juftify many Paf- 
iages In Homers liias. 


Our Author proceeds to the Gous of Hu. 
mer. Ele dufcribestheir Mifery. their Vices 
and Imperfections, and affirms, that the Po- 
e¢ is inexculaole for bringing in foch con- 
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temptible Deities. Some pretend to vindi- 
cate Homer, by faying that the Multitude of 
Gods, who appear in the Liias , is not at all 
pnconfiftent with the Unity of a Supreme 
Being; that they are only different Attr- 
ures of that Being ; and that the Pcet trant- 
toimed them into Perfons for no other Kea- 
fon, but to explain the Divine O; erationsin 
« Manner fuited to the Human Imagination. 
{t this Principle be true, fays Mr. de la 
Abtre how comes it to be infignificant in 
tic Application? Can any one reconcile 
with that Notion the Hatred of Juno againtt 
Jupiter, the brutifh Way of Jupiter's being 
revenged of juno, the Injuftice with which 
the wifeft of the Gods upbraid fupster him- 
felf, in a word, their frequent Tumults and 
Seditions? At this rate, we continually fee 
in the I'ras che Actributes revolted agsinft 
their common Effence; and the Paflions of 
Man do not produce a greater Diforder in 
his Mind, than the Divine Qualities in the 
Soul of Jupiter. The Author takes notice 
of another way of vindicating Homer upon 
this Head, and complains, that fome go fo 
far as to draw a fcandalous Varalle] between 
the Sacred Writings, and the Imzginations of 
that Poet. 

Mr. de Ja Matte having asked one Day the 
late Mr. Defpreaux, how the Oddnefs and 
Undecency of the Gods of Homer could 
be accounted for, the latter told him, asa 
Secrer, that he believed the Poet was afraid 
of tiring his Readers with a long Series of 
Tragical Aétions; that having nothing to 
defcribe onthe Part of Men but difmal Fights 
and Paffions, he refolved to enliven his Sub- 
ye& at the Coft of che Gods themfelves, and 
brought them in afting a comical Part in the 
Interludes of his AGtion, to divere the Rea. 
der, who might have grown weary of fo 
many Engagements, had it not been for thofe 
Intermedes 

The Author takes Occafion from thence 
comeke the following Obfervation. Men, 
fays he, generally fo:m two Sorts of Judg- 
ment about ingenious Works; the one pub- 
bck, & the other private; the ore for Shew & 
Ceremony, and the other for their own Ufe. 
When they examine an Author in their Clo- 
fet, they do it ficely, without minding what 
others think of him ; and are fometimes the 
more fond of the Notion which they have of 
that Author, becaule it is more fingular, and, 
«sit were, more theirown. But when they 
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are to give apublick Judgment about the fame 
Author, they endeavour to come nearer the 
common Notion, though it appears to them 
falfe, and grow bafely circumfpe&. There 
aie, continues the Author, many Perfons of 
that Charaéter; and I could name feveral, 
who believe as Ido, and yet for Want of 
Courage, they will perhaps join withmy Ad- 
verfaries. 

Mr. de la Motte blames Homer for reprefent- 
ing his Herces Wain, Angry, Impious, Cru- 
ce], and makes feveral Obfervations upon 
their CharaCters. 


In the next place, he examines the Narra- 
tion of the Poet. Homer, fays he, fhould 
have affected the Readers with the Graceful- 
neis of his Narretion: It fhould have been 
concife and ingenious, whereas it is frequent 
ly diffufe and infipid He might have ima- 
gined fuch Circumftances, as were fuitable 
to the principal Patt, which he was to ree 
late : Why then does he pitch upon mean 
ones, when they fhould be Great and Noble ? 
How come they to be difagreeable, when 
they fhould be graceful? Slow, when the 
Subject requires Vivacity ? 

When Thetis brings to her Son the Arms 
forged by Vulcan, and urges him to reconcile 
himtelf with Agamemnon; Homer adds to 
thofe great things, that Thetis was very cares 
ful to drive away the Flies from Patroc/us’s 
Body. Some call this an Allegory: Let ic 
be fo; but the Meannefs of the Image af- 
fects much more, than the Juftnefs of the 
Allegory. 

Juno, in another place, drefics her felf to 
the beft Advantage, in order to charm and 
furprife Fupiter. Humer is fo particular as to 
fay, in fine Words if you will, but however 
very clearly, chat fhe got off the Dirt of her 
whole Body before the perfumed it. An 
Idea, which tarnifhes a very graceful Image. 

Neptume 1S impatient to afiiit the Greeks. 
Homer relates, that this God fetches his Cha. 
riot in a certain Plece; and then tat he 
comes to allace nearer the Camp; that 
there, he unteams his Horfes, and fhuts 
them up limfelf, to find them upon his Re- 
turn: A Detail, unbecoming the Majefty of 
the God, and inconfiftene with his Impati- 
ence. 

I fhall not fcruple to fay, continues the 
Author, that Homer offends in ali thofe Pat- 
{ages again{t the Principle , which ought to 
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dire& a Poet in the Choice of Circumftances. 
He may imagine at Pleafure Faéts proper to 
excite Admiration, Compaflion, Joy, or any 
other Sentiment ; but chofe Facts being once 
pitched upon, ought to be fupported by 
fuirable Circumftances. If it be a noble 
ba&, che Circumftances ought to be great 
and noble, and borrow Dignity one from 
another, If ic be a Fact that caufes a Con- 
cern, the Poet ought to mix nothing with ir, 
but what may increafe the Concern. Thus 
the Unity, which ought to prevail in the 
whole, ought alfo to prevail in each Pare. 

Here the Author takes notice of Hoser’s 
Repetitions: He is apt to think, that the Po- 
et was not difpleafed to enlarge his Work 
with thofe things, which he had ready at 
hand ; and maintains, that fuch Repetitions 
cannot be juftified. 

As for Homer's Defcriptions, Mr. de la Motte 

acknowledges, that fome of them are wor- 
thy of that Celebrated Poet; but he adds, 
that Homer is generally too particular, and 
fpoils his Deicriptions by too minute a De- 
tail. If he detcribes a Shield, not conten. 
ted to mention its Matter and Form, he 
gives an Account of all its Parts, and makes, 
as it were, an Inventory of them, which is 
fometimes the more tedious, as being attend- 
ed with another Detail, importing, how 
that Shield came from hand to hand to the 
prefent Owner : Nor is this laft Story with. 
out its particular Parenthefes. 
* Tf he deferibes a Wound, he does it with 
an Anatomical ExaQnefs, which cools the 
Jaagination, and puts a Step tothe Readzrs 
Concern about the remaining Part of a 
Tighr. 

Ir he defcribes the Trevels of the Gods, 
he does it witha Heap of Circumfances, 
which make the Reader impatient. “Due 
Hiorfes coaie out of the Stabie ; the Chariot 
is taken out of the Houfe; the Horfes are 
put to the Chariot; the God fers out; he 
reits in fome Places, which the Poet does 
not failto defcribe ; the God goes on with 
bis Journey, and arrives at laft: But this is 
not alJ; the Recurn of the Deity is attended 
with as many Circumftances, as the Depar- 
ture. A Poet, continues the Author, oughe 
not to make fuch Defcriprions. He oughe 
to lay afide all indifferent Circumftances, 
and offer nothing but what is worthy uf Cu- 
riolity and Attention, 
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The Speeches of the Actors in the Ilia: ap- 
pear to Mr. de le Motte, not only one of the 
moft confiderable Parts of that Poem, but 
alto one of the richeft and moft beautiful. 
But he maintains, that many of thofe Speech- 
es are wrongly inferted. They are, fays he, 
improper arid unfeafonable between Two 
Enemies in the Heat of a Fight. How can 
Warriors, whofe Intereft it isto geta fpeedy 
Victory, lofe time in giving their Enemies 
hard Words in the Middle of a Battel, and 
telling them Stories and Genealogies ? How 
comes it, that one of the Combatants takes 
no Advantage of the Imprudence of the 
other ? How comes it, that fuch long Ha- 
rangues are not interrupted with Lances and 
Javelins 2? Can any one believe, that in an 
Engagement two Soldiers, improperly tranf- 


formed into Orators, will make an End of 


their Difcourfes in fuch a quiet Manner ? 

Our Author cenfures alfo the Difcourfes , 
which the Heroes of Homer do fometimes 
addrefs to the dead Bodies of thofe whom 
they have killed. But above all things, he 
cannot bear the Harangues of the fame He- 
roesto their Horfes. Homer, fays he, makes 
no great Difference between Men and Hor- 
fes. He endeavours to work upon thoie 
Animals by the fame Motives, that prevail 
upon Men, fuch as Intereft, Pleafure, Glo- 
ry, and Virtue it felf. 

Among the proper Difcourfes to be found 
in the J/:as, Mr. dela Motte commends thoie 
of che Ambafladers of Azamemnon to Achilles, 
in order to allay his Anger, and bring him 
back to the Affittance of the Greckts, The 
Author's Obfervations upon thote Speeches 
are no Jefs judicious, than gloricus to Hom-r, 
However, he believes they are inter{perfed 
with feveral Imperfections, and undertakes 
to thew it at large ; but I cannot dwell] upoa 
this Head. I proceed to his Reflections uj 
oa the Compar: fons fcattered through the 
Ljias. 

Comparifons, fays he, are made ufe of ia 
the Poem, either to give a more lively and 
more diftin® Idea of an Object, by exa@ 
Similitudes; or to raive and enliven the 
Mind by noble and egreeable Images ; of 
Only to keep up and vary the Narration, 
which would be too dry and too uniform 
without fuch a Help. 

There are but few Comparifons of the 
firft Kind in Homer, continues the Author; 
and inftead of fixing the Mind upon the 
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principal Obje&, by making it clearer, they 
frequently caft an Obfcurity upon that Ob- 
ject, and even make the Readers lofe the 
Sight of it, by a Heap of Circumftances 
that have no Affinity with it. 

Some Perfons of a rigid Exa&tnefs cannot 
approve the Ufe of Comparifons. hey 
pretend, that Comparifons give no Light, 
becaufe they are always very imperfect, and 
that it were much better to defcribe the Ob- 
je& in Queftion with the utmoft Care, than 
to have recourfe to lame Similitudes, which 
are only proper to createa Confufion. This 
istrue, philofophically fpeaking, fays Mr. ae 
la Motte; but in Poetry nothing can be more 
falfe. Ie is not fo much the Bulinefs of a 
Poet to give diftin& Ideas , as io vive lively 
Notions, though fomewhat m. © confuicd. 
Comparifons well chofen produce that Et- 
fe&. The Imagination does gladly take in 
two Objefts at once: It is very willing to 
increafe the imperfe& Relitions between 
them, and refts fatisfied , provided it be not 
Jed aftray too fenfibly. 

The Second Ufe of Comparifons confifts 
in raifing and enlivening the Mind. It muft 
be confeiled, fays the Author, that Homer 
has been pretty fuccefsful in that refpe& : 
His Comparifons are generally noble and 
Graceful. The Majefty of the Gods, the 
Brightnefs of the Stars, the Violence of the 
Waves and Winds, the Eagernefs of Hun- 
ters and Dogs, the Courage and Strength of 
Lions, the Watchfulnefs of Shepherds, the 
‘Trattablenefs and Fear of Sheep, are his 
ufual Images, and the nobleft and the moft 
agreeable he could have chofen. 

Homer has been cenfured for comparing 
Ajax, furrounded with Enemies, and leaving 
the Field of Battel againft his Will, withan 
Als driven from a Meadow by Children, 
who throw Stones at him, and yet eating 
the Grafs as he is going away. Mr. de la 
Motte does not blame the Poet for making an 
Afs the Subje@ of bis Comparifon, becaufe 
that Animal was perhaps as much efteemed 
in Greece, as itis defpifed by us. But he is 
a little offended with the C/:/dren, and the 
Gluttony oF the Als; for, fzys he, at all 
Times, and in all Countries, thote Images 
are too mean to reprefent the obftinate Va- 
lour of Ajax, and the Fury of his Enemies. 

As for the Variety arifing from Compari- 
fons, thefe two Rules may be laid down: 
Firlt, To ufe as many different Images as 
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one can; Secondly, To infert them in the 
Narration, in fuch a manner that they be not 
too near one another, and thar the Readers 
may not grow weary of then. If thefe 
Rules are jud:cious , Homer is guilty of two 
great Fau'ts, He frequently brings the fame 
Subje& ivt his Comparifons, even three or 
four time: in “he fame Page; as if being af- 
feted witn a certain Object, his Imigination 
could aford tim no other. He alfo hzaps 
up teo many Comnarifons together : He has 
inferted five at the End of the Fifth Book, 

I; P 


which tice the Reades. and break the A€tion 
of the Poem 

fo the scot place, cur Autivor makes feve- 
ra} Obters ations upon the Sentences. They 


have, tay /°, a double Effeét in the Poem; 
they are an Ornament to it, and make it ule. 
ful. When the Examples have affeied the 
Imagination, the Sentences fix in the Mind 
the Impreflions of the Examples, by fhort 
Precepts, which the Memory eafily retains. 
Thus a skilful Poet does not fail to fcatter 
them through his Work , and to beftow up- 
on them all the Beauty and Brightnefs that 
they are capable of. 

Sentences ought to be rightly placed, ele- 
gant, fhort, and of great Senfe. They 
ought to be rightly placed, that is, they 
ought to be fuited to the Ations and Events 
mentioned by the Poet; for if they do not 
appear grounded upon Experience, the Rea- 
der looks upon them as frivolous, and they 
can make no Impreffion upon him. 

They ought alfo to be elegant, fhort, and 
of great Senfe. Elegance renders them 
beautiful ; Shortnefs gives them Strength ; 
and a great Senfe makes their Excellency. 
There are fome Sentences in the J/ias, that 
have all thofe Qualifications. Helenus urges 
H-¢for to go back to Troy, and foretel/s him 
great Mistortunes, if he continues obftinate- 
ly to remain without the Walls. Heor ane 
fwers him , that the bef? Omen is to fight for 
ome s Country. it would be difficult to find a 
more elegant, precife, and judicious Sen- 
tence. All the Maxims of the Ji‘as have not 
the fame Beauty. Some are trivial, and 
others difrufe. Trivial Sentences difpleafe 
the Reader, becaufe they teach nothing ; and 
thofe that are diffufe, muft needs be tedious, 
becaufe the Reader can add nothing to them. 
The Author proceeds to the Exprefion. 

The Expreflion, fays he, is much the 
fame in Poetry, as Colouring in Painting. 

The 





ze 


% 





May 


The Juftinefs of the Compofition, and the 
Exz&nefs of the Defign, are not fufficient 
in a Piure ; it is alfo neceflary, that Colour- 
ing fhould beftow upon the Objecis all their 
Retemblance. In like manner, it is not 
enough for a Poem, that the AGion be well 
imagined, that its different Parts be difpo- 
fed in a proper Order, agreeably to good 
Senfe and Nature ; if the whole Work is not 
animated by the Expreffion, the other Beau- 
ties have haidly any Efte&t, and are a!mott 
loft. There never was a Work, made in 
order to pleafe , that kept up its Reputation 
long, without a Beauty of Expreflion fuitable 
to the Matter. 

The Reafon of it is, that the Expreffion 
is never indifferent: If it does not help the 
Thought, it proves prejudicial to it , and 
confequently if it does not pleafe, it offends, 
or at leaft tires the Reader. There are no 
perfe& fynominous Terms in any Language: 
A Word does not contain the Senfe of ano. 
ther Word exa&ly, and in all its Circum- 
ftences; nay, every turn expreifles a particu. 
lar Manner of viewing a thing. 

Mr. de la Morte infers from thofe Princi- 
ples, that fince the Work of Homer had a 
good Succeis in his own Time, and the fol. 
lowing Ages, Homer muft in general have 
been a great Mafter of his Language. But 
he denies, that the moft Learned Men are 
able to judge of every particular Expreffion 
contained in the Jiias. No one underftands 
dead Languages to fuch a Degree of Derfe- 
&ion, as to perceive ali their Graces, Nice- 
ties or Negligences, and the happy or ftrain- 
ed Licences of the Ancient Authors. Is 
there any Modern, though never fo Learned, 
who can pretend to gueis every thing that 
birz?l would have mended in his 2aeu, hed 
he lived long enough to put the lait Hand to 
it? And if no body is able to diftover thofe 
Faules,and to judge of them,how can he fully 
perceive the happy Strokes, according to 
soeir Degree of Perfe&tion, fince he muftbe 
as nice in the Languege, for the one as for 
the other ? 

Vis certain, continues the Author, that 
there is no perfeét Writer, as to the Exorefs 


fion, in any Language whatfoever. We 
may judge of it by cur beft French Perfor- 
mances. Is there any of them free from 
Faults? Above 7 Faulrs ! been 
found inthe thr tt of a Book ¢ 

nerally efieemed forthe Stvic. Weare able 
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to difcover thofe Faules ; but if the French 
Language fhould die, and become a Learned 
Language, the moft Learned Men would not 
perceive then, as we do now, the Beauties 
and Imperfe@ions of thofe Paflages, which 
afford at the fame time fomething to be com- 
mended, and fomething to be blamed. The 
Author illuftrates thofe Obfervations by 
fome Examples well chofen; and concludes, 
that Homer, notwithftanding the Beauty of 
his Expreflion, may have committed many 
Faults in that Kind, of which we are not 
competent Judges. 

Afterwards Mr. de la Motte examines the 
Morality of Homer, and undertakes to fhew by: 
feveral Paflages, that he had wrong Notions 
about Ethicks. 

What follows concerns the Perfonal Meric 
of Elomer, and the Character of the Lilias. 
The Author is very careful to diftinguifh the 
Poet from his Work. We muft judge of 
Homer, fays he, by the Progrefs he made, 
confidering the Ignorance of his Age; and 
we muff judge of his Work, by the Beauties 
and Imperfeclions of it, confidering the 
great Knowledge of our Time. According 
to thofe Principles, Mr, de /a Motte gives us 
the following Character of Homer. 

He had naturally a poetical Genius; he 
was a Lover of Fables and wonderful things, 
and inclined to imitate, either the Objects 
of Nature, or the Sentiments and A€iions o¢ 
Men. Ele had learned, ( probably in his 
Travels ) the Opinions, Cuftoms, and Man- 
ners of Nations: Thus, being one of the 
moft Learned Men of his Age, his (magina- 
tion afforded him the Art of putting together 


whet he knew under the fame Subje& ; and> 


his Judgment made him fenfible, that he 
fhould raife a greater Attention in his Hear- 
ers, by thet common Dependance which 
the moft different things would have upon 
the fame Matter. He had a vaft and fruitful 


Mind, more elevated than nice, more natu. 
ral than ingenious, and more fond of Copi- 
oufnefs than ef Choice. One would think, 
he deferibed him‘elfin the Perion of Neffor ; 
for, like that old Sage, he omits no Occafion 
of taihing ; he generally fays more, than he 
fiould, and teenis to be impatient of infert- 
ing all that he knows, and every thing thac 
he | no, 2sif he wasa ‘raid of Ie fing any 
} bie got by a Superiority of Latte 
the fii ft Ideas of Eloquence in all the Kinds 

he fpoke the Language of all Paflions, anc 
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‘opened tothe Writers who fhould come after 


him, a great many ways, which they were 
only to fmooth. It is likely that Homer, 
wharever Time he had lived in, would have 
been the greateft Poet of his Country ; and 
in this Senfe only, he may be fiid to be 


the Mafter of thofe very Poets who furpafled 


him. 

Mr. de la Motte has a very different 
Notion of the Jlias. That Work, fays he, 
feems to me to be as far from Perfection, as 


the Author was qualified to attain to it, had 


he lived im a good Age. The Ilias is fo full 


of the Imperfections of its Time, that none 


but thofe who read it with the greateft Ar- 
tention, can perceive the Extent of the 
Poet’s Wit. What concerns the Gods, is 
abfurd; what concerns the Heroes, is fre- 
quently ruftical and unpolite; the Notions 
of Morality are confufed. *Tis true, the 
Action of the Poem is great and pathetick ; 
bur it is drowned in the Number and Length 
of the Epifodes. The different Kinds of 
Eloquence appear only like rough Draughts : 
The Defcriptions, Narrations, Compariions, 
Dilcourfes, every thing offers Beauties and 
Imperfections together: There is hardly one 
Paflage of that Juftnefs and Choice, the Ex. 
cellency whereof is known to us by a Suc. 
ceflion of Precepts and Examples. How 
comes it then, continues the Author, that 
the Works of Homer are fo highly efteemed 
to thisvery Day ? Mr. de la Motte enquires 
into the Reafons of it. Here follows the 
Subttance of what he fays upon that Head. 

When Homer's Ilias came out, hts Contem- 
poraries were pleafed with ic upon feveral 
Accounts. They admired the Extent and 
Boldnefs of his Defign, his Defcriptions and 
prodigious Fiations, the Beauty of his Ex- 
prefiion, and the new Harmony of his Dif. 
courfe. They had no Notion of a perfec 
Poem; and therefore they knew not how to 
diftinguith aa indifferent Performance of 
that Kind from an Exceilent one. They 
could not be fenfible of the Faults of the 
1 :az,becaute they had no Principles to judge 
ofthem The Admiration of Homer's Con- 
cemporaries cannot be therefore a Proof of 
the real Merit of his Works. 

In the following Ages, the fame Ignorance, 
a Refpett for Ancient Things, end the 
Ditpures of feveral Cities, which pretended 
to have produced Homer, contributed very 
much to keep up his Credit. Betides, the 
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Ilias and Odyffea ferved inftead of Hiftory : 
They were the only Monuments of Antiqui- 
ty ; the Bounds of Countries were fome- 
times feceled by the Paflages of Homer, 
and his Verfes became the univerfal Oracle 
of the Heathens. , 

The Works of that Poet being thus gene- 
rally efteemed, all the Greek Writers, Poets, 
Hiftorians , Orators, made ic their chief 
Bufinefs to improve themfelves by them ; 
and the Encomiums which they beftow upon 
Homer and his Poems, ought to be looked 
upon as a mere Duty of Scholars to their 
common Mafter. The Philofophers were 
the firft, who fhook off the Yoke of Autho- 
rity; but their Number was not confidera- 
ble. ’Tistrue, Alexander admired the Ilias 
to the higheft Degree ; but becaufe he was a 
great Conqueror, it does not follow that he 
was a good Judge of Poetry. As for Ari- 
ferle, that Philofopher having, as he choughr, 
found out an Are in the Poems of Homer, 
grew fond of his Difcovery, and left nothing 
unattempted to juftify it. 

When the Works of that Poet came 
among the Latins, they were already fupport- 
ed by the Applaufes of the Greeks; and 
therefore ’tis no wonder if they were recei- 
ved with Refpe&, and looked upon as a 
Model of Perfe&tion. The Admiration of 
the Greeks and Latins for Homer had the fame 
Influence upon the Moderns, ever fince the 
Reftoration of Learning. In fhort, accords 
ing to Mr. de /@ Motte, Homer has been admi- 
red out of Prejudice, and Refpe& for Anti- 
quity, and not out of Reafon ; and yet Rea- 
fon 1s the only Standard, whereby we ought 
to judge of Things. 


The Author proceeds to give an Account 
of his Tranflation of the Ilias. He begins 
with fome Obfervations upon literal and ele- 
gant Verfions ; and then makes an Apology 
tor the Frenci Language againft Madam Da. 
cier. Afterwards he alledges feveral Reafons 
to prove againft chat Lady, that Poets do mot 
cease to be Poets, when they are tranflated into 
Verfe. Mr. de la Motte has endeavoured to 
make his Tranflation fhorr, clear, and — 
able, He takes a great Latitude in his Vere 
fion ; for he has letcoue whole Books, alrer- 
ed the Difpetition of Things, and even made 
feveral Additions. 

He oblerves, that the Prolixity of the 
French Poems has been very prejudicial to 

them. 
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them. The French Poets thought it neceflary 
to run as great a length as Homer and Virgil. 
Such an imprudentEmulationhas produced the 
Pucelle, Clovis, St. Louis, @*c. The Authors of 
thofe Poems would have confined themfelves 
within narrower Bounds , if they had confi- 
dered thefetwo chings. The firft is, that French 
Verfes require a great deal of Care, and muft 
have nothing in them, that is {trained or 
faint: Though they be never fo difficule, 
the Reader expeéts that fuch a Difficulty 
fhould be overcome ; and confequently it is 
a rafh thing to take in too vaft a Matter, 
whereby a Poet finds it impoffible to difplay 
through the whole Poem a!] the Elegance, 
which the Veries require. Hence itis, that 
thofe long Poems are only well verfificd in 
fome Places , and their Beauties mixed with 
many Negligences. 

The Second thing , which fhould have in- 
duced the French Poets to contract their 
Works, is the uniform Cadence of the French 
Verfes. That Cadence is pleafant for a 
time, but at laft che Readers grow weary of 
it. Twelve thoufand Verfes, though never 
fo excellent, would not appear fo, if they 
were read all at once. A Poet muft there- 
fore contra&t his Poem, and divide it into 
{horter Books than the Ancients did, that he 
may keep up the Attention of his Reader, 
and make him revifh French Verfes. The Lu- 
trinisnow the only French Poem, that is read ; 
and though it be elegant throughout, yer 
Mr. de /a Motte believes, that its Brevity is 
one of thofe things which render it agree. 
able , fince it contains only Six Books . the 
Jongett whereof does not contift of Three 
I{undred Vertes. 

Thefe Reafons moved the Author to re- 
duce the Twenty Four Books of the Ilias ins 
to Twelve, which are ftill fhorter than thofe 
of Homer. If it be confidered, fays he, that 
the Repetitions of that Poet take up above 
the Sixth Part of the Jias; that the Anato- 
mical Account of Wounds, and the long 
Speeches of the Combatants take up a great 
deal more ftill, one may very well judge, 
that I could eafily contraé& the Poem, with- 
out any Prejudice to the principal AGion. 

I fhall omit fome other Reafons alledged 
by the Author for abridging the Ilias; and 
in order to give a Specimen of his Poem, I 
{hall pitch upon his Defcription of Ac:iles’s 
Shield, 
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’ Dans la forge a l'inftant s’enflament vinge 
( fourneaux ; 
Lairain y devient fouple, & fous les durs 
(marteaux 
Docile, il prend le tour que J’artifan lui donne: 
En large bouclier d’abord il le fagonne, 
Ec le cizeau leger y crée au méme inftant, 
Des plus riches objets l’aflemblage éclatant. 
Au haut du bouclier fe préfente a la vué, 
L’orgueilleux Pélion qui fe perd dans la nue. 
La, brillent aux regards les nopces de Thétis 5 
Sur des nuages d’or les Dieux y font affis; 
Au front de Jupiter le plaifir fe déeploye ; 
La majefté pourtant regne encor dans fa joye. 
Thetis eft pi¢s de lui; fon époux glorieux, 
Peu touché de honneur détre parmi les 
( Dieux, 
Ne regarde, ne voit que fa chére Immortelle, 
Qu’une noble pudeur rendoitencor plus belle. 
Au fuperbe feftin cous les Dieux invitez, 
Partageoient le bonheur des époux enchan- 
tez; 
Dela table 4 l'envi ranimant lallegreffe, 
Les faifons apportoient leur diverfe richeffe 
Mais malgré les plaifirs qui’) prend foin d’af- 
(fembler, 
Vulcain fait preflentir ce quiles doit troubler: 
La main dela Difcorde entr'ouvrant un nuage, 
Du defordre prochain faic briller le prefige: 
Elle tient un fruit, ou paroiflent écrits 
Ces mots: De Ja plus belle il doit étre le prix. 
On {ait quel fut le trouble entre les Ime 
( mortelles ; 
Que toutes prétendoient 3 l’empire des belles; 
Ec qu’enfin Jupiter qui n’ofa les juger, 
Fit dépendre ce droit del arrét d'un Berger. 
Au bas du bouclier, pourfuivant fon ouvrage, 
De cet Cvenement Vulcain trace l'image. 
La, ce Berger aimable, illu du fang des 
( Rois, 
Juge Jes trois beautez foumifes i fon choix : 
Son oei) seft défic des graces Grrangeres ; 
Et malgré la Pedeur, malgré fes loix févéres, 
Elles ont dépouillé ces habits precieux, 
Dont chacune vouloit impofer 3 fes yeux. 
L’ouvrier cependantlesdiftinguant fans peine, 
Fait connoitre junon a fa grace hautaine; 
Venus, au fouris tendre & fur de fes appas ; 
Et la fage Minerve, a fon chalte embarras. 
Vénus re, oit la pomme, & l’ouvrier fidele, 
Maitre de ces beautez que fon cizeau décele, 
Par des traits fi couchants a { U les imiter, 
Qu’on voit bien que Paris ne pouvoit héfirer. 
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Dans les yeux de ce Juge eft l'efpoir du f2- 

( laire. 

Tu te repais, Paris, d’un bonheur adultere ; 

Mais ce bien que déja l'efpoir te fait gourer, 

Scais-tu, Juge imprudent, ce quil te doit 

(cotter ? 

Plus loin, le bouclier, pour le dernier mi- 

(racle, 

De Sparte & de Ia Mer pr fente le fpettacle : 

La fugitive Héléne, & fon époux nouveau, 

Montoient impatients ce funefte vaiffeau, 

Qui bien-tdt aprés lui doit attirer a Troye 

‘T ousces mille vaiffeaux dont elle fut la proye. 
Par cet ouvrage ainfi Vulcain fait éclater 

La grandeur du Héros qui Je devoit porter : 

De fa gloire prochaine il lui donne l’augure, 
Et preiie la vangeance en retragant Pinjure. 

C’étoit peu pour Vulcain de 7 les 

yeux; 

Le beau, s'il n’eft utile, eft indigne des Dieux. 


Mr. de la Motte has had the Misfortuue to 
lofe his Sight: The King of France has lately 
given him a Penfion. 





IL. 


LETTRES choiftes de Mr.BAYLF, 
avec des Remarques. A Rotter- 
dam, chez Fritlch & Bohm. 
MDCCXIV. 


That is, SELECT LETTERS wiit- 
ten by the late Mr. BAYLE, witd 
Remarks.Rotterdam. MDCCXKIV. 
Three Volumes in 120. pagg. 996, in 
all, Befides a very large Index. Seld 
by P, Vaillant in the Strand. 


HESE Letters have been publifhed by 

a Perfon, who has taken care to 
jay afide, not only thofe that were written 
too carelefly, but alfo thofe that contained 
nothing worthy of the Reader's Curiofity, 
Befides, he has left out of all thofe that have 
been printed, a confiderable Quantity of 
Compliments , Commiffions, Thanks, and 
many other things of that Nature; ina 
word, whatever appeared to him of no Uf 
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to infteu& or pleafe the Readers. The Edi- 
tor obferves, that Mr. Bay/e has been very 
profufe of Encomiums upon feveral Perfons 
mentioned in thefe Letters. Some of his 
Praifes, fays he, are doubtlefs well grounded ; 
but others ought to be Jooked upon as a mere 
Civility, and a Kind of Acknowledgmene 
for the Favour which he received from fome 
Perfons, who gave themfelves the trouble to 
furnifh him with Memoirs, of which he 
made a very good Ufe. 

Mr. Bayle is fo well known by feveral 
Works, which have procured him a great 
Reputation, that his Letters cannot bur 
raife the Curiofity of the Publick. They 
run chiefly upon the Hiforia Literaria; and 
becanfe the Author writ at a Time when 
moft of the Books mentioned by him were 
new, and known to every body, heis gene- 
rally contented to take notice of them in a 
few Words. The Editor, confidering thar 
moft of thofe Performances are not now {o 
well known, has thought fit to illuftrate 
Mr. Bayle’s Letters with a great many Re- 
marks, wherein he fers down the Ticles of 
Books, the Names of the Authors, the {cvs 
ral Editions, and fometimes gives an Hifo- 
rical Account, and a general Notion of the 
Books. He has been fo careful, and 
fo particular in thefe feveral Reipe&s , 
that his Notes will perhaps appear more ufe- 
ful and inftru&tive than the Letters them. 
felves. They are a good Repertory for the 
Hifforia Literaria from the Year 1673. tothe 
Year 17-6. I muft nor forget to obferve, 
that thefe Letters are attended with a very 
Jarge and accurate Index made by the Fdi- 
tor. Such an Index will enable the Rea- 
ders to find immediately any thing contain- 
edinthis Work. This isthe firft Colle&tion 
of that Kind, that ever came out with fo 
good a Table. After what has been faid, I 
need only give a Specimen of Mr. Bayle’s 
Letters. Here follow fome Paflages extract. 
ed out of them. 

Mr. Bayle having faid , in a Letter to Mr, 
Minutoli of Geneva, that Ariftippus took care 
to teach his Daughter Arete Philofophy , in- 
fomuch that fhe kept School in his room af- 
ter his Death, and that the Grecians were 
amazed to fee their young Men both Scholar: 


and Lovers of the fame Perfon, adds: 


‘“* What a fine thing was it, Sir, to ftudy at 
that Time! What a Pleafure to go throug) 


** a Courfe of Philofophy under a charming 
** Maid? 
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‘ Maid! If ie be true, that Virtue is more 
“< amiable, when it proceeds from a fine 
“ Body, 


“* Gratior eft pulchro veniens e corpore virtus ; 


‘“ How much more agreeable is a Le&ure, 
“* that comes out of a fine Mouth ? And can 
“ you deny, that the Roughnefs of Precepts 
‘““ would be foftened, if they were {poken 
‘© by a She-Profeffor, whofe Beauty we fhould 
“ admire? Certainly, fhe would change the 
“ Thorns of the School into Flowers: 


“ Quidgquid calcaveris, hic rofa fict. 


2, In @ Letter from Rouen to the fame. 
“ Mr. Larroque % has his Mind fo taken up 
“* with the Books he is writing , that when 
“ T give hima Vific, a full Hour is requifite 
* to bring him out of his Thoughts; and 
“* then it being time to go away, I take my 
“ Jeave of him, without difcou:fing of Po- 
** lite Learning. 


3. Ina Lettcr written to Mr. Le Clerc in the 
Year 1684. ‘* I have heard a Hundred Peo- 
** ple blame the Author ¢ of the Journal des 
‘“« Scavans, becaufe he never fays any thing 
“* of his own, and never gives his Judgment 
‘€ about any Book. I endeavour to avoid in 
‘* my Nouvelles, what many People at Paris 
** fiad Faule with in that Journal. 


4.“ In @ Letter to Mr. Minutoli 1686. 
“ You have feen in Mr. Jurieu’s Accomplifh 
‘* ment of Prophecies, that Father Simon has 
* hada Quarrel with him. Mr. Jarseu treats 
“ him as he deferves ; for, he is an impious 
“ Man at the Bottom, who, to make his 
‘* Court co the Perfecutors in France, falls 
‘“* upon us like a mad Dog, in his laft Book. 
“ Dr. Alix fhould give him his due. 


5. Ina Letter to Mr. Marais, Advocate in 
the Parliament of Paris, 1698. Mc. Bayle, 
{peaking of his Di&tionary, fays that he has 
compiled a great many things in it, without 





% An Eminent Divine of the Reformed Church 
of France, known by fcveral Learned Pooks. 

t That Journal was then written by a fngle 
Perfon, 
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being very much concerned for the Choice ; 
and then he compares thofe who read that 
Di&tionary to a Caravanne, that goes twenty 
or thirty Leagues , without finding a Fruit- 
tree, ora Spring. Mr. Bayle gives a very 
right Notion of his Di@tionary. A judici- 
ous Abridgment of that Work would be 
much more ufeful and entertaining than the 
Original: I believe the Abridgment might 
be reduced to the Third Part. 

I fhall occafionally take notice of a Miftake, 
wherein I am concerned. The Editor 
fays in one of his Remarks, that I have cran- 
flated Mr. Bayle’s Dictionary into English. 
He has been mifinformed : That Work was 
tranilated by Ten or Twelve Perfons. 


6. Ina Letter to Mr Janigon 1695. “ Have 
** you heard of a Book e~tituled, The Hifory 
of the Anabaptifts, containing their Dodtrine, 
the feveral Opinions whereby they are divided 
into many Seéls, the Troubles which they have 
eccafioncd, and laftly, the moft conjfideratle 
things that have happened upon their Account, 
from the Year 1521. to this prefent time. 
“* Amfterdam. 1700. That Book con- 
tains many curious Things, and fuch ex- 
* traordinary Events, and furprifing Faéts, 
** that the Reader cannot forbear being ama- 
zed atthem. Ie will afford Matter for 


« 


“ many Reflections upon the Folly of moft _ 


Men, and their Weaknefs in embracing 
“ new DoGrines without any Examination, 
and blindly taking up the moft ridiculous 
Vifions, like fo many effential Truths. 
And indeed can any thing be more ftrange, 
than to fee the moft extravagant Doftrine 


People, and preached by the meanett Sort 
of Men, who impofe upon others the 
Chimerical Thoughts of a deluded Fancy, 
as if they were true Revelation: ; wlo 


the moft Famous Conquerors, and fucceed 
in a great meafure? Is it not a!fo an un- 
accountable thing, to fee fuch an incon- 
‘ fiderable Man as Muntzer, the firft Leader 
* of the Anzbaptifts , at the Head of a nu. 
‘‘ merous Army, filling all Germany with 
‘¢ Pear and Contternation ; and atrer hima 
“ Baker ¢t anda Taylor +, who make them- 





t John Matyfen of Haerlem, 
+ John Bucold of Leyden, 
N 2  felves 


all of a fudden received by a Multitude of 


form more ambitious Defigns than thofe of 
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felves Mafters of the City of Munfter, 
where they exercife the moft Defpotick 
Power; efpecially the latter, who at 
Twenty Six Years of Age was fo crafty as 
to make himfelf King, and fo ambitious 
as to pretend to reign over the whole 
World ? And yet this is Matter of Fa&; 
and the Readers will find in that Work 
every Particular defcribed in due Order. 
“ T have difcourfed with fome of the 
moft confiderable Men of that Se&t. They 
acknowledge the Fats mentioned in that 
Book; but they maintain, that they are 
not the Off-{pring of thofe Anabaptifts , 
and that Baptifm is the only Point, where- 
in they agree withthem. They look up- 
on them as mad People, and abhor all 
theic Principles. 


7. In a Letter to Mr. Minutoli 1691. “ I 
think I have already told you, that His 
Britannick Majefty defired to have no En- 
comium beftowed upon him by the Mi- 
nifters who preach before him ; the Pulpit 
not being defigned to praife Men, but 
God. The King has been three times at 
the French Church, and heard Mr. Claude 
preach the firft and fecond time , and the 
third time Mr. de Superville, who is one 
of the French Minifters Refugees and Pen- 
fioners at Rotterdam. Thole Gentlemen 
have not fpared the Incenfe ; but they 
made it fmoak indire@ly, and in fuch a 
manner 4s to be inoffenfive to that great 
Prince. 


8. In a Letter tothe fame, 1691. ‘* Mr. Fue 
riew preached yefterday in the Afternoon 
about the Affairs of Europe, and winded 
the Prophetical Horn, with greater Em- 
phafis, and more peremptorily than ever ; 
fo that, as Men eafily believe what they 
with for, our Refugees came from Church 
full of Joy and Hopes, and almoft per- 
fuaded of his Enthufiafms, whereby he 
promifed us a Vitory. The moft judici- 
ous Perfons do not approve, that he fhould 
take upon himfelf to foretel things to 
come, aad difcourfe in the Pulpit of Po- 
litical Matters, with fo many RefleGions 
upon the News in the Gazette , fome of 
which are thought to be falfe; for Inftance, 
that the King of France has carried all the 
Court Ladies along w.th him There 
is no Country in the World, where the 
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“ Mapiftrates are more difpleafed than they 
*“‘ are here ( in Holland), when the Clergy 
going out of their Sphere , meddle with 
State-Affairs, and are always engaged in 
fome Controverfy, or profecuting fome 
body on Account of Herefy; which 
breeds continual Animofities in private 
Families, Cenfiftories, and Synods. 
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9. In a Letter to the fame, 1593. “ Being 
tond neither of Riches, nor of Honours, 
I don’t care for a Profeffor’s Place * ; and 
if any one was offered to me, I would 
not accept of it. I hate the Quarrels, 
Animofities, and Cabals, that prevail in 
all our Univerfities. Canam mihi cy Mufis”. 
I think I ought to obferve upon this Occa- 
fion, to the Honour of the Two Celebrated 
Univerfities of England, that they are the 
moft peaceable Univerfities of all Europe. 

Mr. Bayle was a Man of great Probity. 
Ic is a great Miitake to fancy , that he was 
not fully perfuaded of the firft Article of 
Religion. He told me ina private Conver- 
fation three or four Years before he died, 
that it was impoflible for the moft fubtil 
Atheifts to confute the Arguments ground. 
ed upon the Contrivance and Wifdom con- 
f{picuous in the feveral Parts of the Univerfe. 
Mr. Bayle was more Orthodox, than many 
People fancy. 

I chink I have ftill by me fome of his 
Letters, which I fhall never publith, out of 
Refpeét for his Memory, becauvie he never 
defigned they fhould be made publick. 
However, if they were very curious, and 
fuch as might do him a great deal of Honour, 
I fhould not fcruple to print them. We 
ought to do Juftice to our Friends after their 
Death, as well as when they are alive. 


I fhall conclude with a Letter of Queen 
Chriftina to Mr. Bayle. 


Rome, December 14. 1686. 
Mr. BAYLE, 


| Admit of your Excufes, and am willing 
' to fhew you by this Letter , that I am fa- 
tisfied with them. I am well pleafed with 





* Mr. Bayle had been for fome Years Profeffor 
of Philofophy and Hiftory in the Uluftrious 
School of Rotterdam, 
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the Zeal of the Perfon, who gave you Oc- 


cafion to write to me; for I am extremely 
glad to know you. You exprefs fo great a 
Refpe& and Affection for me, that I forgive 

ou with all my Heart: I would have you 
ent , that I was only offended with that 
Remainder of Proteftantifm, of which you ac- 
cufed me. I am very tender upon that Point, 
becaufe any Sufpicion of that Nature is a 
Refle&tion upon my Glory, and the greateft 
Injury to me. Nay, I chink it will not be 
amifs, if you inform the Publick of your 
Miftake and Repentance. This I expe& 
from you, that you may deferve I fhould be 
alrogether fatisfied. 

As for the Letter which you have fent me, 
it is doubtlefs my own ; and fince you fay it 
is printed, you will do me a Kindnefs to 
fend me fome Copies of it. As I fear no- 
thing in France, neither do I fear any thing 
at Rome. My Fortune, my Blood, and even 
my Life, are devoted to the Service of the 
Church; but I flatcer mo body, and will al- 
ways {peak the Truth. I am obliged to thofe 
who have publifhed my Letter; for I do not 
difflemble my Sentiments. They are, Thanks 
be to God, too Noble and too worthy, to be 
difowned. However, it is not true, that 
this Letter was written to any of my Mi- 
nifters. If I am envied, and have fome 
Enemies, I have alfo Friends and Servants 
every where ; and — have as many in 
France , in f{pite of the Court, as any where 
elfe. Thisis the plain Truth ; and you may 
depend upon it. 

But, you muft not expeét to come off fo 
cheap. I will lay a Penance upon you; I 
mean, that for the Time to come you muft 
fend me all Sorts of Curious Books in Latin, 
French, Spanifb, or Italian, and upon any 
Subje&t or Science whatfoever. I don’t ex. 
cept Romances and Satyrs ; but above all 
Chymical Books: I defire you to let me have 
them as foon as poffible. I'll take care to 
repay you: "Tis but fending mea Note. It 
will be the moft acceptable and important 
Service you can do me. God keep you under 
his Prote&ion. 


CHRISTINA ALEXANDRA. 
The Editor informs us, that fome Per- 


fons did not approve that Mr. Bay/e’s Letters 
fhould be printed. The Letters of the moft 
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Learned Men are not, generally f{peaking, 
very confiderable. I would give feveral 


Reafons for it, were they not as well known 
to the Readers as to my felf. 
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4A COMMENTARY upon the Prophet 


ISAIAH. By WILLIAM 
LOWTH, B. D. Prebendary of 
Winchefter. London : Printed for 
W. Taylor, at the Ship in Pater- 
Nofter-Row ; and H. Clements, 
at the Half- Moon in St.Paul’s Church- 
Yard. MDCC XIV. In ato. 


p2gg- $36. 


VV E have had Three Commentaries up- 
¥ on the Prophet Jfaiah publifhed 
within thefe few Years. The Firft was 
compofed by Mr. White , the Second by Dr. 
Vitringa, of which I have lately given an 
Account +; and the Third is that of Mr. 
Lowth, which makes the Subje& of this Ar- 
ticle. Father Calmet, a Paris-Benediffin, will 
alfo publifh a Commentary upon that Pro- 
phet; and every body knows that Mr. Le 
Clerc defigns to do the fame. 

Mr. Lowth exprefles his Thoughts about 
the Prophet //siah in the following Words. 
That Prophet, fays he, ‘ is certainly one 
“‘ of the moft difficule of all the Prophets, 
though perhaps few are fenfible of it, but 
they that try to explain him, Befides 
the Want of Ancient Records to clear up 
fome Hiftorical Paffages of his Prophecy , 
a Difficulry common to him with the reft 
of the Prophets ; there are fome Difficul. 
ties, which do in a particular Manner at- 
tend his Writings. The Profoundnefs of 
his Thoughts, the Loftinefs of his Ex- 
preffions, and the Extent of his Prophecy, 
made the Commentaries hitherto written up- 
on him , fall fhort of a full Explication of 
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~“ his Book; and he that will undertake to 


‘* fathom the Depths of this Prophecy, is in 
‘' oceae Danger of. going out of his own. 
in order to explain this Prophet, the Au- 
thor has ufed the utmoft Diligence to com. 
pare the Text with fuch parallel Places, 
both of the Old and New Teftament, as 
might clear up its Senfe: And he is willing 
to believe, thatif he has givena new Light 
to the obfcare and difficult Paffeges of I/aiah, 
ic 1s chiefly by comparing the Phrate and 
Idiom of the Texte with other parallel Pla- 
ces more exaétly, than has been hitherto 
done by any Commentator that he hes feen. 
Mr, Lowth having defcribed the Excellen- 
cy of the Propherical Writings, adds, that 
‘* after all the Pais that hath been taken in 
clearing up the Senfe of thefe Sacred 
Books, by Perfons excellently qualified 
for fuch an Undertaking, ftill chere is 
room left for further Endeavours in that 
‘‘ Kind. For there is a Treafure of Hea- 
venly Wifdom contained in them, that 
can never beexhaufted. Andas itis high 
ly reafonable to believe, that fome Parts 
of the Old Tefament-Propiecies reach to the 
‘* End of the World; fo it is as reafonable 
to expect, that in every Age Providence 
fhould open fome new Scene, which will 
‘ give further Infight into che Meaning of 
 thofe Sacred Writings”. 
The Author declares, that he “ can by no 
means approve of the Opinion of fome 
Learned Men, who are for cramping the 
Senfe of the Prophets, and confining it 
within as narrow a Compafs as they can, 
and will needs maintain, that the Prophets 
fcarce forefaw any thing, but what was to 
come to pafs in or near their own Time”. 
Mr. Lowth makes an Obfervation upon 
the Myftical Senfe of the Prophecies, 
which deferves to be inferted here at length. 
* The Chriftian Interpretation of the Pro- 
phecies, fays be, is called the Myfical Senfe, 
becaufe it helps co unfold the Myfteries of 
the Gofpe] , not as if ic were always op- 
pofed to a literal Senfe. For, in many 
Cafes, what we call the Afyfical Senfe, 
more eafily anfwers the Natural and Ge- 
nuine Impore of the Words, than any 
other Interpretation that can be given of 
them. To inftance in that Famous Pro- 
phecyg J/a. VII. 14. Behold, « Virgin shall 
comceizve, &Cc. ia sen but not grant- 
ing, that this Prophecy can be applied in 
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“ a lower Senfe to I/siah’s Son, or any other 
“€ Perfon but Chrif : yet it is plain at fir 
“ Sight, chat the Hiftorical Senfe, which is 
“ commonly given of the Words, to denote 
one that is now a Virgin, but foould afterward 

marry and bear aSen, comes infinitely fhort 
“ of the true Force and Meaning of them, 
and contains nothing in it than can deferve 
** to be called a Sign or Wonder. This feems 
to have been a Maxim in interpreting 
Prophecies , received among the Jews be- 
fore Chrift’s Time, that whereever they 
obferved an imperfe& Completion of a 
Prophecy in the Hiftorical Event, which 
no way anfwered the lofty Expreflions and 
extenfive Promifes, which the natural 
Senfe of the Text imported, there they 
{uppofed the Times of the Mejias to be 
ultimately intended. 
Mr. Lowth fuppofes all along in this Com- 
mentary, that many Prophecies are not limi- 
ted to one fingle Event, but may have diffe. 
rent Views, and be fulfilled by feveral Steps 
and Degrees: For which he alledges the 
following Reafons. Firft, This Opinion, as 
he has already obferved, is agreeable to the 
Sentiments of the fews. Secondly, Under 
the Old Teftament, all the moft confiderable 
Perfons and Tranfations there mentioned, 
were Typical, and pre-figured the Srate of 
Things under the \/-fias. Thus, the New 
Teftament informs us, that by Sara? and 
Hagar were allegorically reprefented the Two 
Covenants: By the preterring of Jacob before 
Efau, the Reje&tion of the F<ws, and the cale 
ling of the Gentiles: By the Deliverance 
from the Egyptian Bondage, the Redemption 
of Mankind by Chrift: That the Ifraclites 
pafling through the Red Sez, did typify the 
Sacrament of Bapti/m; and their Sojourning 
in the Wildernefs , inthe Way to the Promi- 
fed Land , was defigned to fignify, that we 
are but Strangers and Pilgrims in this World, 
and muft look upon Heaven as the only true 
Place of Reft. 

The Author mentions fome other Types; 
and then obferves, that feveaal Pfalms were 
written upon particular Occafions, relating to 
fome rememarkable Circumitances of David s 
Life, as it appears. by their Titles, and by 
the general Subje& handled in them: And 
yet feveral Paflages out of thofe P/alms are 
applied in the New Tettament to Chrift and 
the Gofpel, as more eminently fulfilled in 
them. From all which the Author — 
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that there is a Refemblance or Corre/pondence 
between many of the Tranfa@ions mention- 
ed in the Old Teftament, and thofe which 
fhould come to pafs under the New: And 
conftquently that the Prophets, when they 
{poke of fome Events near their own Times, 
probably had more diftant Views, which 
might reach even to the latter Ages of the 
World. 

Mr. Lowth makes fome other Obfervations 
to the fame Purpofe, which I omit. What 
has been faid is fufficient to underftand the 
Nature of his Commentary. I fhall there- 
fore proceed to give a Specimen of it. 


Chap. XXIV.17. Fear, and the Pit, and 
the Suare are upon thee, O Inhabitant of the 
Earth. 

* Ie feems to be a proverbial Expreffion , 
“* denoting divers Sorts of Calamities, fome 
“ of which, if Men happened to efcape, 
‘* they fhould fall into others as bad: See 
“ terem, XLVIIL 43. As if a Man flying 
‘** from his Enemy out of Fear, fhould fail 
‘‘ into a Pit; and efcaping from thence 
fhould be taken in a Snare. Compare 
“mos V.1s. The Three Hebrew Words, 
* Pachad, Pachath, and Pach, are a Parano- 
‘* mafia, or have an Affinity in Sound with 
each other, which cannot be tranflated in- 
‘** to another Language. Such Allufions are 
fometimes ufed by the Sacred Writers, 
(See Bithop Sanderfons Sermon on Ecele/: 
** vii. 1. No, 3.) and are not difdained by 
“ the greateft Mafters of Wit and Ele- 
“ gance Witnefs ‘that noted Paffage be- 
‘ eween Julian the Apoftate , and Sr. Ba/f/. 
They were acquainted, as having ftudied 
‘* together at Athens; and the former having 
“ read overa certain Treatife recommended 
‘« by Se. Bafil to his Perufal, gave this Ma- 
** gifterial Cenfure of it, "Aseyrer, Exvow, 
“ Keriyvev. To which that Eloquence Fa- 
ther returned this fmart Repartee , ‘Ave>- 
yas, bk Efvws, GW ifias, ¢ yaTeliws See 
“ Se. Bafil’s Epift. 2-7 208. The Beauty of 
thefe Sentences cannot be tranflated into 
another Language. 


Chap. XXXVIIL. 8. Behold, 1 will bring 
again the Shadow of the Degrees which is gone 
down on the Sun-dialof Ahaz Ten Degrees back- 
ward. So the Sun returned Ten Degrees, by 
which Degrees it was zone awn, &c. 


1714. 103 

So the Sun returned Ten Dogrees.] “ Ie is 
‘* the common Opinion, that the Sun ir felf 
“* went back, but the Heavenly Bodies were 
** reftored again to their regular Pofition, 
** as much being dedu&ted from the next 
“ Night, as was added to this Day. But 
fome think this a particular Miracle 
“* wrought by the Shadow’s going back upon 
** the Sun-Dial of Abaz, and not taken no- 
* tice of in other Countries, which occas 
fioned an Embaffage from Basylon to en- 
quire about the Truth of it, 2 Chron. 
" AAAs 96, 

By which Degrees it was gone down.} ‘* Thefe 
‘* Ten Degrees are fuppofed to be Marks of 
“fo many Hours by which the Shadow 
went down, as the Text exprefies ir, both 
“ here and 2 Ximngs XX. 11. But there is no 
‘* Need we fhould underftand it of the de- 
“ clining Pare of the Day, or the After- 
“ noon; for the Word may be underflood in 
general of a progreflive Motion, and 
“ Bifhop Patrick tells us from Dr. Allix, this 
“ Miracle was wrought about Ten a Clock 
in the Morning; nor can we be certain 
what Portion of Time is meant by thefe 
“« Degrees, for the Divifion of the Day into 
Hours feems not to have been fo ancient 
an Invention: That is commonly afcribed 
to Anaximander or Anaximenes, who flou- 
** rifhed about Two Hundred Years after, 
and probably learned it from the Chaldeans, 
To this purpoie we may obferve, that De- 
*¢ welis the only Writer of the Old Teftz- 
ment, that mentions an Hour as a Divifion 
cf Time, and there is no Hebrew Word 
that fignifies fuch a Portion of Time. 


Chep. XL. 3, 4. The Voice of him that erieth 
im toe Wilderne{s, Prepare ye the Way of the 
Lord, make firaight in the Defart a High-way 
for our Ged. Every Vallsy fhall be exalrea, 
&c. 
‘* The firft Intention of the Prophet in 
“ thefe two Veries is to declare, that God 
wili remove a!] Impediments, which mighz 
hinder the Return of his leople into their 
own Country : Compare Chap. LVIIT 1a. 
“ LXII.10. To the fame Purpofe are feve- 
ral Expreflions we meet with in the fol- 
lowing Chapters, of God’s cpening Rivers 
in the Wilderness, of condudbing his People by 
the Springs of Waters, making his Mountains 
 @ Plain, &c. See Chap. XLI. 18. XLIX. 
“ so, 11, which Exprefliong allude to the 
* Cuftom 
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“ Cuftam of Princes to fend Harbingers be- 
‘* fore them, to make the Roads eafy and 
‘* commodious for their Paflage. The fame 
“ Metaphor is ufed by Homer, Iliad ¢, verf. 
e¢ = Apolle promifing to aflit Hefer, 
“ fait 
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“* Twill go before, and make fmooth all the 
Paffages. 

‘* But to this Expofition it mult be added, 
that the very Letter of the Text does more 
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 exaftly fuie to the Office of Fehn Baprif, 


“© who prepared the Way of the Lord, by preach- 
“ ing in the Wildernefs. 


The Publick will be very much indebted 
to the Learned Author of this Commentary, 
if he publithes all the other Prophets with 
his Obfervations upon them. We fhall then 
have a compleat Commentary in Englifh up- 
on all the Old Teftament, fince we have al- 
ready the Pentatesch, the Hiftorical Books, &c. 
Commented or Paraphrafed by the late Bifhop 
Patrick. 





LONDON. 


HE Life of the Learned Mr. Dodwel, 
with an Abridgment of his Works, is 
aCtually in the Prefs. Ic will confift of 
about Forty Sheets in 8vo. That Life will 
doubtlefs afford an Extract very acceptable to 
the Readers. 
I hope I thall quickly give an Account of 
a new Book publifhed by Dr. Woodward. 


FARIS. 


R. de Is Motte’s Difcourfe upon Homer is 
looked upon by many People as an 
Excellent Piece, wherein the Author difco- 
vers a folid Judgment, and a great Skill in 
the Rules of £pick Poetry: But his French 
flias is not fo generally efteemed. Many are 
of Opinion, that he does not fo well fucceed 
in Heroick Poetry, as in Lyrick Verfes. 


A Work afcribed to the Jate Mr. Simon 
has been lately publifhed in Two Volumes 
in t2o0. Ie is a Continuation of his Bib/:o- 
theque Critique. 

Nouvelle Bibliotheque Choifie, ou l'on fait 
sonnoitre les bons Livres en divers genres de Lie 
serature, O l'ufage qu'on em doit faire, Paris. 
1714. 


Father Martene, BencdiGin of the Congre- 
gation of Sc. Maxr, is printing a Colle&tion 
of Pieces never before publifhed, taken 


from the moft Famaus Libraries in Europe. 
That Colleétion will be entituled T/:c/aurus 
Anecdotorum novus, and confiit of Five Vo- 
lumes in Folio. 


Dom Bernard de Montfaucon will fhortly 
publith the Firft Volume of St. Chry{o/fome. 


Mr. de la Monnoye, Of the French Acad:my, 
is reprinting the Menagiana with contiderable 
Additions and Correétions. This new Edi- 
tion will be attended with feveral Differta- 
tions relating to Literature; one of which 
runs upon the Famous Book, de tribus Impofto- 
ribus. The Author fhews that there never was 
fuch a Book. There will be many other 
Curious Particularsin that Differtation. The 
whole Work will confift of Four Volumes 
in 120. 

The fame Gentleman is preparing for the 
Prefs a new Edition of the Old French Poets, 
that are moft efteemed, fuch as Villon, Coquil- 
lart, vc. Thofe Poets will be reprinted 
from the beft Editions, and illuftrated with 
Critical and Hiftorical Notes. 


Madam Dacier’s Tranflation of the Oayfis 
is ready for the Prefs. That Lady has revi- 
fed and compared her Terence with the Manu- 
fcripts in the King’s Library, and fene that 
Work into idodana to be reprinted there. 
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